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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the* above -referenced 
application are respectfully requested. 

The typographical errors in the abstract are corrected 
herein . 

The typographical error at page 4, line 22 has also been 
corrected. 

The objections to the drawings have been obviated herein by 
a drawing change. A formal version of figure 1 is provided 
herewith to obviate the drawing change to figure 1. Regarding 
the objection to Item 315, this appears to state "receive http 
request' 1 and the undersigned does not see any grammatical or 
typographical error. However, should the Examiner have any 
clarification, any suggestions would be appreciated. 

The objection to the disclosure has been obviated herein by 
amendment . 

Claims 7 and 19 stand objected due to informalities which 
are corrected herein. 

Claims 1-24 stand rejected under 35 USC 103 as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Schlener in view of Kannan. This 
contention is respectfully traversed, and for reasons set forth 
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herein, it is respectfully suggested that the claims are 
completely patentable over the cited prior art. 

Schlener teaches a system which describee in general 
monitoring the status of the network device using SNMP. The 
rejection admits , however, that Schlener fails to teach 
encapsulating the SNMP information into HTTP protocol, and 
attempts to provide this missing teaching using Kannan. 
However, it is respectfully suggested that nowhere does Kannan 
teach or suggest encapsulating SNMP information into HTTP 
protocol, and therefore that the hypothetical combination of 
references is not effective to render unpatentable these claims. 

Kannan teaches a system which allows encapsulating "data to 
be sent into a text message ... according to the HTTP protocol". 
The purpose of this is to provide "live customer service 11 over 
the internet, "using web-based security techniques.,,". See, 
generally, paragraph 12 9. Examples of the things that can be 
encapsulated in this way include data for online travel 
reservations (paragraphs 13 0-145) . Another embodiment describes 
connecting a representative to website visitors; see, generally, 
paragraphs 162-176, or conducting a meeting; see, paragraphs 
200-215, which describes an instant meeting. It should be 
apparent that the kind of data contemplated by Kannan is 
entirely different than anything contemplated according to the 
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present specification. The present specification describes 
using HTTP to control an SNMP message- This is a message to 
control some aspect of the network, not raw data as contemplated 
according to Kannan. 

Therefore, nothing in Kannan teaches or suggests anything 
that would guide one having ordinary skill in the art to 
encapsulate an SNMP message within HTTP protocol . Kannan 
teaches encapsulating data within an HTTP message, Kannan 
teaches nothing about encapsulating any kind of control 
mechanism, much less an SNMP mechanism. 

Therefore, if one made the hypothetical combination of 
Schlener in view of Kannan, all that one would obtain is a 
Schlener-type SNMP system, with encapsulating data for customer 
service or the like as provided by Kannan. 

Moreover, it is respectfully suggested that one would not 
make this hypothetical combination in the way suggested by the 
official action. The SNMP system described in Schlener works 
perfectly well as described, and one having ordinary skill in 
the art would not seek to combine this with some other 
reference. Moreover, Kannan teaches nothing that would be 
thought by one having ordinary skill in the art to be containable 
with Schlener, since Kannan teaches nothing about SNMP, and 
rather only teaches operations based on customer service and the 
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like, Therefore, it is respectfully suggested that each of 
these claims should be allowable for this reason. In view of 
the above amendments and remarks, therefore, all the claims 
should be in condition for allowance. A formal notice to that 
effect is respectfully solicited. 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been 
addressed in this paper. However, failure to address a specific 
rejection, issue or comment, does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, 
because the arguments made above are not intended to be 
exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all 
pending claims (or other claims) that have not been expressed . 
Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as an intent 
to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as 
specifically stated in this paper, and the amendment of any 
claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability 
of the claim prior to its amendment. 
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